A le\ tu) 


Dear John, j/25/79 

Thanks lor your 6/22 and the Archives’ 5/15/79* 

It was written by a (Philadelphia) lawyer ( prolxibly Johnson, vfco la a lawyer) 
rather tliar. an Arddviat anil is evtudvs and equivocal. tfeitLL the iianedy library was 
eotabl-shod nnturallylt had no snplcyocu. And u..til all the Kennedy records woro forrally 
de, dod to the 1 rclu.vc >3 naturally it could not employ kasx Hi- icoln. But lv did glvo 
her ofl ice space, which El'll had and could htiva provided if’ she wera working for hiu. 

The photo I hove of the back brace is rather on© that includes it. It .All cost 
less to get it fro:: the Archivos, which will bo able to provide;’ a clearer copy, 
because I’d iiovo to hnvo a photo shop here first nako a negative and then print it. 

“y recollection is that JITC wa also wearing a wide Aco bandage. 

I hnvo no personal interact in the two tapes but I’n sure VrdRO would wolaosve 
copies, *f you tro getting them from WK3J that is boot lx.oaus9 tbi other versions 
have been altered. \Tbo 3tucksy projren woo ratio, ran a little over 50 nduiutoc and 
I believe was never aired. Ib.- clainod it an his property in a dispute vdth cutler, 
who pirated it \dth a record fro r. it by Key records.) 

vxxnmg ttoraally restriction^ aro against conu erlcal rather than scholarly uses. 
Tliere gone rally ie no liaotntion of scholarly access so with transcripts having boon 
used by the eavarraxint oil you need fear is oocoone selling the tape and than using 
it rather than the content. 

However, 1 suggest tlat with any copy of any tape attach tha reservation do 
that the rcoorvutiou ’.All always be la:cr<fli. 

There any be noro than the single picture I have of all the (other) clothing 
ao I’d ask the Archives. If there is a separate one of the 'uroce tint ooy interest you 
core that the onp I taw, which even includoc the shoos. (I t h i n k Edna is pocked up 
but I believe it included his undershorts, belt, sox, ate.) 


Sincsr ly, 


